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Results you can rely on 

September 6, 2013 
 
Sherrel Henry 
Remedial Project Manager 
Emergency and Remedial Response Division 
US Environmental Protection Agency, Region 2 
290 Broadway, 20th Floor 
New York, NY 10007-1866 
 
Re: Revised Draft OU2 Feasibility Study 

SMC Superfund Site, Newfield, NJ 
In the Matter of CERCLA Docket No. 02-2010-2017 
TRC Job No. 2710ES/112434 

 
Dear Ms. Henry: 
 
TRC Environmental Corporation (TRC) has prepared this Draft Operable Unit 2 (OU2) 
Feasibility Study (Revised Draft OU2 FS) for the Shieldalloy Metallurgical Corporation (SMC) 
Superfund Site (Site), located in Newfield, New Jersey. TRC Companies, Inc. and SMC 
executed the Administrative Order of Consent (AOC) for the Site with the U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) on April 28, 2010 in Newfield, New Jersey. TRC assumed the 
responsibility of completing the components of the AOC related to OU2.  This Revised Draft 
OU2 FS fulfills the requirement of the Order specified in Task VIII. 
 
If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.   
 
Sincerely, 
TRC Environmental Corporation 

 
Patrick J. Hansen, PE 
Project Coordinator 
 
Cc:   Marc Faecher, Esq., TRC 
        David White, SMC 
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